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AGENCY 
[  40  CFR  Part  432  ] 

[FRli  S41-S] 

POULTRY  PROCESSING  PRODUCTS 
POINT  SOURCE  CATEGORY 

Effluent  LimRatfom  and  Guidelines  for 
Existing  Sources  and  Standards  of  Per¬ 
formance  and  Pretreatment  Standards 
for  New  Sources 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  effluent 
limitations  and  guidelines  for  existing 
sources  and  standards  of  performance 
and  pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources  set  forth  in  tentative  form  be¬ 
low  are  proposed  by  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA).  On  February 
28,  1974,  EPA  promulgated  a  regulation 
adding  Part  432  to  Chapter  40  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  (39  FR 
7894).  That  regulation  established  efflu¬ 
ent  limitations  and  guidelines  for  exist¬ 
ing  sources  and  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  and  pretreatment  standards  for 
new  sources  for  the  meat  products  point 
source  category.  The  regulation  proposed 
below  will  amend  40  CFR  Part  432 — 
Meat  Products  Point  Source  Category  by 
adding  thereto  the  chicken  processor  sub¬ 
category  (Subpart  K).  turkey  processor 
subcategory  (Subpart  L> ,  fowl  processor 
subcategory  (Subpart  M),  duck  proces¬ 
sor  subcategory  (Subpart  N).  and  the 
further  processing  subcategory  (Subpart 
O)  pursuant  to  sections  301,  304  (b)  and 
(c),  306(b)  and  307(c)  of  the  Federal 
Water  Pollution  Control  Act  as  amended 
33  U.S.C.  1251.  1311.  1314  (b)  and  (c), 
1316(b)  and  1317(c) ;  86  Stat.  816  et  seq.; 
Pub.  L.  92-500;  (the  Act). 

(a)  Legal  authority.  (1)  Existing  point 
sources. 

Section  301(b)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
achievement  by  not  later  than  July  1, 
1977.  of  effluent  limitations  for  point 
sources,  other  than  publicly  owned  treat¬ 
ment  works,  which  require  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control  tech¬ 
nology  currently  available  as  defined  by 
the  Administrator  pursuant  to  section 
304(b)  of  the  Act.  Section  301(b)  also 
requires  the  achievement  by  not  later 
than  July  1,  1983,  of  effluent  limitations 
for  point  sources,  other  than  publicly 
owned  treatment  works,  which  require 
the  application  of  best  available  technol¬ 
ogy  economically  achievable  which  will 
result  in  reasonable  further  progress  to¬ 
ward  the  national  goal  of  eliminating  the 
discharge  of  all  pollutants,  as  determined 
in  accordance  with  regulations  issued  by 
the  Administrator  pursuant  to  section 
304(b)  to  the  Act. 

Section  304(b)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
Administrator  to  publish  regulations 
providing  guidelines  for  effluent  limita¬ 
tions  setting  forth  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  through  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available  and  the 
degree  of  effluent  reduction  attainable 
through  the  application  of  the  best  con¬ 
trol  measures  and  practices  achievable 
including  treatment  techniques,  process 
and  procedure  innovations,  operating 
methods  and  other  alternatives.  The  reg- 
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ulation  proposed  herein  sets  forth  ef¬ 
fluent  limitations  and  guidelines,  pur¬ 
suant  to  sections  301  and  304(b)  of  the 
Act,  for  the  chicken  processor  subcate¬ 
gory  (Subpart  K),  turkey  processor  sub¬ 
category  (Subpart  L) ,  fowl  processor  sub¬ 
category  (Subpart  M),  duck  processor 
subcategory  (Subpart  N),  and  the  fur¬ 
ther  processing  subcategory  (Subpart  O) 
of  the  meat  products  point  source  cate¬ 
gory. 

(2)  New  sources.  Section  306  of  the  Act 
requires  the  achievement  by  new  sources 
of  a  Federal  standard  of  performance 
providing  for  the  control  of  the  discharge 
of  pollutants  which  reflects  the  greatest 
degree  of  effluent  reduction  which  the 
Administrator  determines  to  be  achieva¬ 
ble  through  application  of  the  best  avail¬ 
able  demonstrated  control  technology, 
processes,  operating  methods,  or  other 
alternatives,  including,  where  practica¬ 
ble,  a  standard  permitting  no  discharge 
of  pollutants. 

Section  306(b)  (1)  (B)  of  the  Act  re¬ 
quires  the  Administrator  to  propose  reg¬ 
ulations  establishing  Federal  standards 
of  performance  for  categories  of  new 
sources  included  in  a  list  published  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  306(b)  (1)  (A)  of  the  Act. 
The  Administrator  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  January  16,  1973,  (38 
FR  1624)  a  list  of  27  source  categories, 
Including  the  meat  products  category. 
The  regulations  proposed  herein  set  forth 
the  standards  of  performance  applicable 
to  new  sources  for  the  chicken  processor 
subcategory  (Subpart  K) ,  turkey  proces¬ 
sor  subcategory  (Subpart  L),  fowl  proc¬ 
essor  subcategory  (Subpart  M),  duck 
processor  subcategory  (Subpart  N),  and 
the  further  processing  subcategory  (Sub¬ 
part  O)  of  the  meat  products  point  source 
category. 

Section  307(c)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
Administrator  to  promulgate  pretreat¬ 
ment  standards  for  new  sources  at  the 
same  time  that  standards  of  performance 
for  new  sources  are  promulgated  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  306.  Sections  432.116,  432.- 
126,  432.136,  432.146,  and  432.156,  pro¬ 
posed  below,  provide  pretreatment  stand¬ 
ards  for  new  sources  within  the  chicken 
processor  subcategory  (Subpart  K) ,  tur¬ 
key  processor  subcategory  (Subpart  L), 
fowl  processor  subcategory  (Subpart  M) , 
duck  processor  subcategory  (Subpart  N) , 
and  the  further  processing  subcategory 
(Subpart  O)  of  the  meat  products  point 
source  category. 

Section  304(c)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
Administrator  to  issue  to  the  States  and 
appropriate  water  pollution  control  agen¬ 
cies  information  on  the  processes,  proce¬ 
dures  or  operating  methods  which  result 
in  the  elimination  or  reduction  of  the 
discharge  of  pollutant^  to  Implement 
standards  of  performance  under  section 
306  of  the  Act.  The  report  or  “Develop¬ 
ment  Document”  referred  to  below  pro¬ 
vides,  pursuant  to  section  304(c)  of  the 
Act,  information  on  such  processes,  pro¬ 
cedures  or  operating  methods. 

(b)  Summary  and  Basis  of  Proposed 
Effluent  Limitations  Guidelines  for  Exist¬ 
ing  Sources  and  Standards  of  Perform¬ 
ance  and  Pretreatment  Standards  for 
New  Sources. 


(1)  Genera]  methodology.  The  effluent 
limitations,  guidelines  and  standards  of 
performance  proposed  herein  were  devel¬ 
oped  in  the  following  manner.  The  point 
source  category  was  first  studied  for  the 
purpose  of  determining  whether  separate 
limitations  and  standards  are  appropri¬ 
ate  for  different  segments  within  the 
category.  This  analysis  included  a  deter¬ 
mination  of  whether  differences  in  raw 
material  used,  product  produced,  manu¬ 
facturing  process  employed,  age,  size, 
waste  water  constituents  and  other  fac¬ 
tors  require  development  of  separate  lim¬ 
itations  and  standards  for  different  seg¬ 
ments  of  the  point  source  category.  The 
raw  waste  characteristics  for  each  such 
segment  were  then  Identified.  This  in¬ 
cluded  an  analysis  of  the  source,  flow  and 
volume  of  water  used  in  the  process  em¬ 
ployed,  the  sources  of  waste  and  waste 
waters  in  the  operation  and  the  con¬ 
stituents  of  all  waste  water.  The  con¬ 
stituents  of  the  waste  waters  which 
should  be  subject  to  effluent  limitations 
and  standards  of  performance  were 
Identified. 

The  control  and  treatment  technolo¬ 
gies  existing  within  each  segment  were 
identified.  This  included  an  identification 
of  each  distinct  control  and  treatment 
technology,  Including  both  in-plant  Bind 
end -of -process  technologies,  which  are 
existent  or  capable  of  being  designed  for 
each  segment.  It  also  included  an  identi¬ 
fication  of.  in  terms  of  the  amount  of 
constituents  and  the  chemical,  physical, 
and  biological  characteristics  of  pollut¬ 
ants,  the  effluent  level  resulting  from  the 
application  of  each  of  the  technologies. 
The  problems,  limitations  and  reliability 
of  each  treatment  and  control  technology 
were  also  identified.  In  addition,  the  non¬ 
water  quality  environmental  Impact, 
such  as  the  effects  of  the  application  of 
such  technologies  upon  other  pollution 
problems,  including  air,  solid  waste, 
noise  and  radiation  were  identified.  The 
energy  requirements  of  each  control  and 
treatment  technology  were  determined  as 
well  as  the  cost  of  the  application  of  such 
technologies. 

The  information,  as  outlined  above, 
was  then  evaluated  in  order  to  determine 
what  levels  of  technology  constitute  the 
“best  practicable  control  technology  cur¬ 
rently  available,”  “best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achieveable”  and  the 
“best  available  demonstrated  control 
technology,  processes,  operating  meth¬ 
ods,  or  other  alternatives.”  In  identifying 
such  technologies,  various  factors  were 
considered.  These  Included  the  total  cost 
of  application  of  technology  in  relation 
to  the  effluent  reduction  benefits  to  be 
achieved  from  such  application,  the  age 
of  equipment  and  facilities  involved,  the 
process  employed,  the  engineering  as¬ 
pects  of  the  application  of  various  types 
of  control  techniques,  process  changes, 
non-water  quality  environmental  Impact 
(Including  energy  requirements)  and 
other  factors. 

The  data  upon  which  the  above  analy¬ 
sis  was  performed  included  EPA  permit 
applications,  EPA  sampling  and  inspec¬ 
tions,  consultant  reports,  and  Industry 
submissions. 
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'fhe  pretreatment  standards  proposed 
herein  are  Intended  to  be  complementary 
to  the  pretreatment  standards  proposed 
for  existing  sources  under  40  CFR  Part 
128.  The  basis  for  such  standards  Is  set 
forth  In  the  Federal  Register  of  July  19, 
1973,  38  FR  19236.  The  provisions  of  Part 
128  are  equally  applicable  to  sources 
which  would  constitute  “new  sources," 
under  section  306  if  they  were  to  dis¬ 
charge  pollutants  directly  to  navigable 
waters,  except  for  §  128.133.  That  sec¬ 
tion  provides  a  pretreatment  standard 
for  “incompatible  pollutants"  which  re¬ 
quires  application  of  the  “best  practica¬ 
ble  control  technology  currently  avail¬ 
able,”  subject  to  an  adjustment  for 
amounts  of  pollutants  removed  by  the 
publicly  owned  treatment  works.  Since 
the  pretreatment  standards  proposed 
herein  apply  to  new  sources,  S  432.116, 
1  128.133  to  specify  the  application  of  the 
standard  of  performance  for  new  sources 
rattier  than  the  “best  practicable”  stand¬ 
ard  applicable  to  existing  sources  under 
sections  301  and  304(b)  of  the  Act. 

(2)  Summary  of  conclusions  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  chicken  processor  subcate¬ 
gory  (Subpart  K) .  turkey  processor  sub¬ 
category  (Subpart  N).  fowl  processor 
subcategory  (Subpart  M),  duck  proces¬ 
sor  subcategory  (Subpart  N),  and  the 
further  processing  subcategory  (Subpart 
O)  of  the  meat  products  point  source 
category. 

(1)  Categorization.  As  is  discussed  In 
detail  in  the  Development  Document 
cited  below,  these  segments  of  the  meat 
products  industry  were  derived  following 
analyses  of  a  number  of  factors.  Among 
these  factors  were  type  of  raw  material, 
waste  water  characteristics,  final  prod¬ 
uct,  production  process,  and  age  and  size 
of  plants.  The  five  subcategories  dis¬ 
cussed  herein  as  a  group  represent  those 
operations  which  process  poultry  prod¬ 
ucts  and  (except  for  further  processing 
only  plants)  slaughter  animals  at  the 
site.  Any  given  plant  will  thus  be  accom¬ 
plishing  the  dressing,  processing  or 
rendering  of  poultry  products  or  by¬ 
products  in  a  manner  related  to  these 
procedures  at  a  slaughterhouse  or  pack¬ 
inghouse  where  livestock  are  slaughtered. 

With  regard  to  the  factors  for  con¬ 
sideration  In  deriving  subcategories,  the 
various  poultry  processing  plants  may  be 
discretely  segmented  on  the  basts  of  dif¬ 
ferences  in  raw  waste  water  characteris¬ 
tics  due  to  a  combination  of  differences 
in  finished  products,  manufacturing 
processes  and  raw  material.  Analyses 
with  respect  to  the  factors  of  treatability 
of  wastes,  size,  age,  and  location  of 
plants  substantiated  the  selected  sub- 
categories.  Accordingly,  the  poultry 
processor  segment  of  the  meat  products 
Industry  was  subcategorized  as  follows: 
(1)  Chicken  processor  (Subpart  K) ,  (2) 
turkey  processor  (Subpart  L) ,  (3)  fowl 
processor  (Subpart  M) ,  (4)  duck  proces¬ 
sor  (Subpart  N) ,  and  further  processing 
(Subpart  O) .  The  nomenclature  of  each 
of  the  subcategories  Is  reasonably  mu¬ 
tually  exclusive.  It  Is  Important  to  recog¬ 
nize.  however,  that  for  each  of  the  first 
four  suboategories,  plants  may  accom¬ 
plish  a  range  of  activities  from  slaugh¬ 


tered  and  dressed  “ice  pack"  products  to 
cut,  breaded  and  packaged  products.  By¬ 
product  rendering  may  also  be  accom¬ 
plished  at  these  plants.  Plants  perform¬ 
ing  so-called  “further  processing"  do  not 
slaughter  or  dress  poultry;  rather  the 
final  products  are  any  of  a  number  of 
cut,  ground,  chopped,  breaded,  frozen 
and  packaged  items  using  any  poultry 
type  slaughtered  at  some  other  plant. 

(ii)  Waste  characteristics.  Regardless 
of  distinct  differences  in  source  as  dis¬ 
cussed  below,  raw  waste  waters  from  all 
subcategories  are  readily  amenable  to 
measurement  and  characterization  by 
the  pollutant  parameters,  biochemical 
oxygen  demand,  suspended  solids,  oil  and 
grease,  nutrients  and  coliform  bacteria. 
As  may  be  expected,  these  parameters 
are  the  same  as  those  used  to  describe 
wastes  from  slaughterhouses,  packing¬ 
houses,  meat  processors,  and  renderers. 
Because  of  the  protein,  processing  mate¬ 
rials  and  bone  substances  In  the  source 
materials,  raw  waste  waters  also  contain 
various  forms  of  nitrogen  and  phospho¬ 
rus  and  dissolved  solids.  The  data  did  not 
reveal  the  presence  of  heavy  metals  in 
the  raw  wastes  from  poultry  processors. 

(ill)  Origin  of  waste  water  pollutants. 
Raw  waste  water  discharges  from  each 
of  the  subcategories  contain  meat  and 
product  residues,  animal  fats,  and  other 
residues  normally  discharged  as  £  part 
of  process  or  plant  cleanup.  As  would  be 
expected  for  those  plants  which  slaugh¬ 
ter,  it  is  the  slaughtering  and  eviscera¬ 
tion  activity  which  contributes  most  of 
the  raw  waste  load  due  to  blood  and  offal 
drainage.  The  number  and  type  of  addi¬ 
tional  product  or  by-product  production 
processes  also  contribute,  but  to  a  lesser 
extent.  The  variety  of  processes  prac¬ 
ticed  at  further  processing  plants  each 
contribute  to  waste  water  discharges  (e.g. 
cooking,  breading,  grinding,  and  stuff¬ 
ing). 

(iv)  Treatment  and  control  technol¬ 
ogy.  Waste  water  treatment  and  control 
technologies  have  been  studied  for  each 
subcategory  of  the  industry  to  determine 
what  Is  (a)  the  best  practicable  control 
technology  currently  available,  (b)  the 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable,  and  (c)  the  best  available 
demonstrated  control  technology,  proc¬ 
esses,  operating  methods  or  other  alter¬ 
natives. 

Specific  technology  currently  being 
utilized  by  plants  In  all  subcategories  in¬ 
volves  materials  recovery  (usually  part 
of  in-process  primary  treatment  to  re¬ 
cover  useable  by-product  grease  or  solids) 
and  biological  treatment  and  control 
concepts.  The  treatment  systems  range 
from  simple  anaerobic-aerobic  lagoon 
operations  through  an  array  of  mechan¬ 
ically  aerated  modifications  to  the  simple 
lagoons  Including  activated  sludge  with 
extended  aeration  and  final  clarification. 
This  range  of  technology  was  evaluated 
and  the  performance  of  all  concepts  was 
found  to  be  resulting  in  high  quality  efflu¬ 
ents.  Best  practicable  control  technology 
currently  available  (BPCTCA)  has  been 
rather  clearly  documented  as  biological 
treatment  and  for  several  plants  this 
treatment  mode  Is  already  meeting  the 


limitations.  The  various  subcategories  of 
poultry  processing  plants  Include  treat¬ 
ment  using  at  least  anaerobic-aerobic 
lagoons.  More  capital  intensive  biological 
systems  such  as  activated  sludge  treat¬ 
ment  would  achieve  the  same  or  better 
performance,  and  would  thus  be  an  addi¬ 
tional  alternative  within  BPCTCA.  Those 
plants  not  meeting  the  limitations  are 
estimated  to  require  modifications  to  ex¬ 
isting  facilities  in  the  form  of  additional 
anaerobic  lagoons  or  equivalent  (Le.  mod¬ 
ifications  such  as  mechanical  aeration 
or  additional  aerobic  treatment).  For 
example,  some  plants  have  treatment  us¬ 
ing  aerated-aerobic  lagoons  but  overall 
performance  of  the  treatment  at  these 
plants  is  well  below  accepted  norms  for 
this  treatment  system  (about  70  percent 
efficiency  in  BOD  removal  compared  with 
90  percent  for  well  designed  and  oper¬ 
ated  facilities).  In  this  case,  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  an  anaerobic  chamber  may  be 
reasonably  expected  to  upgrade  overall 
treatment  efficiencies  to  required  levels. 

Best  available  technology  economically 
achievable  (BATEA)  is  substantially  the 
same  for  all  subcategories.  Principal 
modifications  to  BPCTCA  to  achieve 
BATEA  are  in  treatment  and  controls  to 
remove  the  nutrient  parameters  phos¬ 
phorus  and  ammonia.  Further  significant 
reductions  in  organic  load  and  suspended 
solids  would  also  be  required.  The  nutri¬ 
ent  controls  are  not  now  being  practiced 
by  plants  In  the  subcategories;  rather, 
the  technology  is  defined  on  the  basis  of 
substantial  experience  on  municipal 
wastes  (filtration  and  nitrification) ,  and 
reasonably  well  documented  success  us¬ 
ing  other  specific  treatment  processes 
such  as  microstrainers,  and  ammonia 
control  by  stripping  or  Ion  exchange.  Re¬ 
ductions  in  the  organic  load  (expressed 
as  BOD)  and  suspended  solids  are  com¬ 
mensurate  with  levels  at  or  near  to  re¬ 
ductions  already  achieved  by  several 
plants  in  the  Industry  segments  discussed 
herein  and  are  further  in  accord  with 
data  on  performance  for  some  plants  In 
the  red  meat  processing,  processor,  and 
renderer  segments  of  the  meat  products 
industry. 

With  the  exception  of  requirements  to 
control  ammonia  In  the  various  subcate¬ 
gories,  technology  for  new  source  per¬ 
formance  standards  (NSPS)  is  the  same 
as  that  described  for  BPCTCA  for  all 
subcategories.  The  biological  treatment 
systems  for  the  best  plants  are  already 
achieving  the  ammonia  levels  required; 
the  addition  of  refined  ammonia  control 
systems  would  not  appear  to  be  neces¬ 
sary.  The  addition  of  mechanical  aera¬ 
tion  with  controlled  sludge  return  to  an 
otherwise  total  lagoon  system  is  one  pos¬ 
sible  course  of  action. 

(v)  Cost  estimates  for  control  of  waste 
water  pollutants.  Total  investment  cost 
to  the  plants  within  all  subcategories  for 
achieving  limitations  for  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  available  Is 
estimated  to  be  about  817.6  million.  Costs 
per  individual  plant  for  the  types  of 
treatment  modifications  described  above 
will  range  from  less  than  $112,000  for 
small  (24,000  birds  per  day)  chicken 
processor  to  $185,000  for  large  plants  in 
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any  subcategory.  Such  costs  are  to  be 
considered  incremental  to  previous  out¬ 
lays  since  no  information  Is  available  to 
indicate  that  any  plants  are  discharging 
raw  wastes;  rather,  all  plants  that  are 
discharging  have  some  type  of  treatment 
in  place.  Thus,  the  per-plant  costs  reflect 
estimates  of  capital  expenses  required  to 
improve  these  existing  facilities.  In  some 
cases  this  cost  will  be  effectively  zero 
since  housekeeping  and  operational  im¬ 
provements  may  resolve  any  difficulty 
without  capital  expenditures. 

(vi)  Energy  requirements  and  non¬ 
water  quality  environmental  impacts. 
Incremental  increases  in  total  energy 
consumption  for  meeting  BPCTCA  is 
estimated  to  be  about  1.1  percent  of 
normal  energy  consumption  for  poultry 
processing  plants. 

Any  sludges  requiring  ultimate  disposal 
In  landfills  would  be  compatible  organic 
nutrient  sources,  and  readily  managed. 
Odor  problems  of  any  significance  could 
not  be  Identified. 

The  proper  management  of  solid  wastes 
resulting  from  pollution  control  systems 
must  be  practiced.  Pollution  control  tech¬ 
nologies  generate  many  different 
amounts  and  types  of  solid  wastes  and 
liquid  concentrates  through  the  removal 
of  pollutants.  These  substances  vary 
greatly  in  their  chemical  and  physical 
composition  and  may  be  either  hazardous 
or  non-hazardous.  A  variety  of  tech¬ 
niques  may  be  employed  to  dispose  of 
these  substances  depending  on  the  degree 
of  hazard. 

If  thermal  processing  (incineration)  is 
the  choice  for  disposal,  provisions  must 
be  mad**  to  ensure  against  entry  of 
hazardous  pollutants  into  the  atmos¬ 
phere.  Consideration  should  also  be  given 
to  recovery  of  materials  of  value  in  the 
wastes. 

For  those  waste  materials  considered  to 
be  non  -  hazardous  where  land  disposal  is 
the  choice  for  disposal,  practices  similar 
to  proper  sanitary  landfill  technology 
may  be  followed.  The  principles  set  for'  Li 
in  tire  EPA’s  Land  Disposal  of  Solid 
Wastes  Guidelines  40  CFR  Part  241  may 
be  used  as  guidance  for  acceptable  land 
disposal  techniques. 

For  those  waste  materials  considered  to 
be  hazardous,  disposal  will  require  special 
precautions.  In  order  to  ensure  long-term 
protection  of  public  health  and  the  en¬ 
vironment,  special  preparation  and  pre- 
treatment  may  be  required  prior  to  dis¬ 
posal.  If  land  disposal  is  to  be  practiced, 
these  sites  must  not  allow  movement  of 
pollutants  to  either  ground  or  surface 
waters.  Sites  should  be  selected  that  have 
natural  soil  and  geological  conditions  to 
prevent  such  contamination  or,  if  such 
conditions  do  not  exist,  artificial  means 
(e.g.  liners)  must  be  provided  to  ensure 
long-term  protection  of  the  environment 
from  hazardous  materials.  Where  appro¬ 
priate,  the  location  of  solid  hazardous 
materials  disposal  sites  should  be  per¬ 
manently  recorded  in  the  appropriate  of¬ 
fice  of  the  legal  jurisdiction  in  which  the 
site  is  located. 

(vU)  Economic  impaet  analysis.  Pollu¬ 
tion  control  costs  to  the  poultry  proces¬ 
sing  segment  amount  to  about  20.0  per¬ 
cent  of  the  average  annual  capital  ex¬ 


penditures  (about  $60.0  million)  for  the 
period  1970-72.  Additional  operating 
cofets  wifi  amount  to  about  1.0  cent  per 
bird  for  chicken,  turkey,  and  fowl  proc¬ 
esses  and  about  3.0  cents  per  bird  for 
duck  processors.  Plants  in  the  further 
processor  subcategory  will  encounter 
operating  expenditures  of  less  than  0.2 
cents  per  pound  of  finished  product.  With 
specific  regard  to  economic  impact,  the 
level  of  capital  expenditures  required  to 
meet  BPCTCA  is  estimated  to  cause 
about  27  (small  and  very  small'  plants 
to  close  at  a  loss  of  3.0  percent  of  the 
industry  production. 

The  analysis  incorporated  estimates 
to  overcome  difficulties  encountered  in 
analyzing  multi-species  plants  and  verti¬ 
cally  integrated  companies  (i.e.,  those 
with  both  poultry  growing  and  processing 
operations) .  Both  a  lack  of  specific  data 
and  inconsistencies  In  available  infor¬ 
mation  lead  to  the  necessity  to  deal  with 
plants  as  essentially  discrete,  single  bird 
operations.  However,  additional  informa¬ 
tion  on  these  operations  is  requested  to 
assist  the  Agency  in  verifying  projections 
regarding  both  multi-species  and  inte¬ 
grated  plants. 

Executive  Order  11821  (November  27, 

1974)  requires  that  major  proposals  for 
legislation  and  promulgation  of  regula¬ 
tions  and  rules  by  Agencies  of  the  execu¬ 
tive  branch  be  accompanied  by  a  state¬ 
ment  certifying  that  the  Inflationary  im¬ 
pact  of  the  proposal  has  been  evaluated. 

OMB  Circular  A-107  (January  28, 

1975)  prescribes  guidelines  for  the  identi¬ 
fication  and  evaluation  of  major  pro¬ 
posals  requiring  preparation  of  inflation¬ 
ary  impact  certifications.  The  circular 
provides  that  during  the  interim  period 
prior  to  final  approval  by  OMB  of  criteria 
developed  by  each  Agency,  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  is  responsible  for  Identifying  those 
regulations  which  require  evaluation  and 
certification.  The  Administrator  ha«  di¬ 
rected  that  all  regulatory  actions  which 
are  likely  to  result  in  capital  Investment 
exceeding  $100  million  or  annna.Hy.Ari 
costs  in  excess  of  $50  million  will  require 
certification. 

As  the  Agency’s  analysis  of  the  poten¬ 
tial  economic  Impacts  of  these  regula¬ 
tions  indicates,  the  capital  investment 
and  annualized  costs  associated  with 
compliance  are  estimated  to  be  (con¬ 
siderably)  less  than  these  amounts. 
Nevertheless,  the  Agency  has  reviewed 
and  Identified  the  projected  effect  on 
prices  of  poultry  product  processors  and 
estimates  that  the  Increase  will  range 
between  0.1  and  1.0  percent  for  BPT  and 
0.5  and  1.5  percent  for  BAT. 

The  supplementary  report  entitled 
“Economic  Analysis  of  Proposed  Effluent 
Guidelines  POULTRY  PROCESSING  IN¬ 
DUSTRY”  contains  estimates  of  the  cost 
of  pollution  control  requirements  and  an 
analysis  of  the  possible  effects  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  regulation  on  prices,  production 
levels,  employment,  communities  in 
which  meat  processing  or  rendering 
plants  are  located,  and  international 
trade.  In  addition,  the  Development  Doc¬ 
ument  describes,  in  section  vm,  the  cost 
and  energy  consumption  implications  of 
the  proposed  regulations. 


The  report  entitled  “Development  Doc¬ 
ument  for  Proposed  Effluent  Limitations 
Guidelines  and  New  Source  Performance 
Standards  for  the  Poultry  Processor  Seg¬ 
ment  of  the  Meat  Products  Point  Source 
Category”  details  the  analysis  under¬ 
taken  in  support  of  the  regulation  being 
proposed  herein  and  is  available  for  in¬ 
spection  in  the  EPA  Freedom  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Center,  Room  204,  West  Tower, 
Waterside  Mall,  Washington,  D.C.,  at  all 
EPA  regional  offices,  and  at  State  water 
pollution  control  offices.  Copies  of  this 
document  are  being  sent  to  persons  or 
institutions  affected  by  the  proposed  reg¬ 
ulation,  or  who  have  placed  themselves 
on  a  mailing  list  for  this  purpose  (see 
EPA’s  Advance  Notice  of  Public  Review 
Procedures,  38  FR  21202,  August  6, 1973) . 
Supplementary  analyses  prepared  for 
EPA  of  the  possible  economic  effects  of 
the  proposed  regulation  are  also  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  these  locations.  An 
additional  limited  number  of  copies  of 
all  reports  are  available.  Persons  wishing 
to  obtain  a  copy  may  write  the  EPA  Of¬ 
fice  of  Public  Affairs,  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 
Attention:  Ms.  Ruth  Brown,  A-107. 

When  this  regulation  is  promulgated, 
revised  copies  of  the  Development  Docu¬ 
ment  will  be  available  from  the  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents,  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 
Copies  of  the  Economic  Analysis  will  be 
available  through  the  National  Technical 
Information  Service,  Springfield,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  22151. 

(c)  Summary  of  public  participation. 
Prior  to  this  publication,  the  agencies 
and  groups  listed  below  were  consulted 
and  given  an  opportunity  to  participate 
In  the  development  of  effluent  limita¬ 
tions,  guidelines  and  standards  proposed 
for  the  meat  products  point  source  cate¬ 
gory.  All  participating  agencies  have 
been  Informed  of  project  developments, 
initial  drafts  of  the  Development  Docu¬ 
ments  were  sent  to  all  participants  and 
comments  were  solicited  on  those  reports. 
The  following  are  the  principal  agencies 
and  groups  consulted:  (1)  Effluent 
Standards  and  Water  Quality  Informa¬ 
tion  Advisory  Committee  (established 
under  section  515  of  the  Act);  (2)  all 
State  and  UB.  Territory  Pollution  Con¬ 
trol  Agencies;  (3)  other  public  agencies, 
Interest  groups,  and  associations:  Ohio 
River  Valley  Sanitation  Commission; 
Delaware  River  Basin  Commission;  UB. 
Department  of  the  Interior;  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce;  UB.  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare;  Water 
Resources  Council;  UB.  Department  of 
Agriculture;  The  Conservation  Founda¬ 
tion;  Environmental  Defense  Fund,  Inc.; 
Natural  Resources  Defense  Council; 
American  Society  of  Civil  Engineers; 
Water  Pollution  Control  Federation;  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Federation;  American  In¬ 
stitute  of  Chemical  Engineers;  National 
Broiler  Council;  Long  Island  Duck  Farm¬ 
ers  Cooperative;  Southeastern  Poultry 
and  Egg  Association;  Institute  of  Amer¬ 
ican  Poultry  Industries;  Poppy  Food 
Company,  and  Valchris,  Inc. 

The  following  responded  with  com¬ 
ments:  Effluent  Standards  and  Water 
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Quality  Information  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee;  State  of  Maine;  State  of  Michigan; 
State  of  Texas:  Water  Resources  Coun¬ 
cil;  State  of  Delaware;  State  of  Minne¬ 
sota;  State  of  North  Carolina;  State  of 
Georgia;  UJ3.  Department  of  the  Inter¬ 
ior;  Rockingham  Poultry;  National 
Broiler  Council;  Cornell  University;  Long 
Island  Duck  Farmers  Cooperative; 
Southeastern  Poultry  and  Egg  Institute; 
Poultry  and  Egg  Institute  of  America; 
Swift  and  Company;  U.S.  Department 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare;  U  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture;  and  Dela¬ 
ware  River  Basin  Commission. 

The  primary  Issues  raised  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  proposed  effluent  limi¬ 
tations  guidelines  and  standards  of  per¬ 
formance  and  the  treatment  of  these  Is¬ 
sues  herein  are  as  follows: 

(1)  A  number  of  commenters  expressed 
ooncem  about  apparent  inconsistencies 
between  the  guidelines  and  water  quality 
standards,  e.g.,  grease  limitations  reflect¬ 
ing  concentrations  below  those  found  In 
stream  standards  or  nutrient  limitations 
reflecting  concentrations  higher  than 
stream  standards. 

This  issue  is  the  same  as  has  been 
raised  in  response  to  nearly  all  previous¬ 
ly  proposed  or  promulgated  effluent  re¬ 
gulations.  Sections  301,  304(b),  and  300 
of  the  Federal  Water  Pollution  Control 
Act  clearly  require  effluent  standards  to 
be  based  primarily  upon  technological 
capability  independent  of  considerations 
of  effects  of  pollutants  on  ambient  water 
quality.  These  technology  based  stand¬ 
ards  comprise  the  minimal  level  of  ef¬ 
fluent  reduction  permissible.  If  more 
stringent  levels  of  control  must  be  In¬ 
stituted  to  comply  with  water  quality 
standards  In  particular  locations,  sec¬ 
tion  301(b)(1)(C)  requires  that  these 
levels  be  achieved. 

(2)  A  number  of  commenters  con¬ 
tended  that  analytical  test  results  were 
so  highly  variable  that  It  would  not  be 
possible  to  set  effluent  limitations  at  a 
single  level. 

The  Agency  agrees  that  variation  In 
analytical  test  results  can  occur,  parti¬ 
cularly  between  different  laboratories, 
between  concurrent  samples  or  between 
split  portions  of  the  same  sample.  How¬ 
ever,  extensive  experience  throughout 
the  Agency  shows  that  as  long  as  strict 
analytical  and  quality  control  procedures 
are  followed  from  the  point  of  actual 
sampling  through  to  the  final  test  re¬ 
sults,  any  variation  in  test  results  will 
fall  within  acceptable  statistical  error 
for  a  given  pollutant.  Moreover,  under 
conditions  reflecting  proper  test  proce¬ 
dures,  any  such  errors  clearly  average 
out  over  time  so  that  there  is  a  high  de¬ 
gree  of  confidence  that  true  or  actual 
values  are  represented.  It  is  precisely 
because  of  the  variability  Inherent  in 
both  the  performance  of  waste  water  con¬ 
trol  facilities  and  pollutant  testing  that 
effluent  limitations  are  expressed  as  an 
average  for  any  period  of  30  consecutive 
days.  Over  this  time  frame  any  noraud 
analytical  test  variability  can  be  expected 
to  have  no  significant  effect  particularly 
for  well  designed  and  operated  waste 
water  treatment  facilities.  And  by  estab¬ 


lishing  the  maxim  nm  discharge  allow¬ 
able  for  any  given  day  as  doelffle  the  30 
day  average  the  Agency  has  aooounted 
for  the  variability  In  performance  of 
treatment  systems  and  the  analytical 
procedures. 

(3)  While  most  of  the  comments  which 
addressed  the  subject  of  costs  showed 
general  agreement  with  the  level  of  the 
estimates  provided  In  the  draft  De¬ 
velopment  Document,  there  was  concern 
that  costs  were  excessive  for  BATEA 
limitations.  / 

A  number  of  poultry  processing  plants 
are  already  achieving  substantial  reduc¬ 
tions  in  one  or  more  of  the  nutrient  pa¬ 
rameters  by  a  combination  of  in -plant 
controls  and  waste  water  treatment. 
Nevertheless,  the  Agency  agrees  that 
costs  for  nutrient  controls  are  quite  high 
and  that  there  is  some  uncertainty  as  to 
the  necessary  technology  for  nitrate  re¬ 
moval  even  though  advances  in  denitrifi¬ 
cation  concepts  have  been  dramatic. 
Moreover,  at  least  some  of  the  raw  waste 
loads  of  these  pollutants  are  being  re¬ 
moved  incidental  to  efficient  biological 
treatment. 

With  respect  to  ammonia,  however,  the 
Agency  believes  that  the  parameter 
should  be  among  those  with  a  specific 
limitation.  In  addition  to  air  stripping 
methods,  refinements  in  biological  treat¬ 
ment  by  adding  aeration  with  controlled 
sludge  recycle  or  other  steps  to  enhance 
nitrification  of  ammonia  will  make  it 
likely  that  ammonia  limits  can  be  met 
at  reasonable  expense. 

In  view  of  the  above,  limitations  for 
nitrates,  Kjeldahl  nitrogen  and  phos¬ 
phorus  have  been  deleted  for  the  present 
time;  ammonia  limitations  have  been  re¬ 
tained.  The  Agency's  efforts  to  obtain 
additional  reliable  information  on  the 
subject  of  denitrification  with  respect  to 
poultry  processors  and  other  segments 
of  the  meat  Industry  will  continue. 

(4)  Several  comments  referred  to  ap¬ 
parent  Inconsistencies  among  statistics 
on  the  number  of  plants  in  the  industry 
particularly  between  those  reported  in 
the  Development  Document  and  those 
presented  In  the  economic  impact 
analysis. 

The  statistics  in  question  have  been 
reviewed  in  detail,  but  the  apparent  in¬ 
consistency  has  not  been  fully  resolved. 
Insofar  as  total  production  is  concerned. 
It  is  clear  that  the  Industry  and  other 
sources  have  provided  the  Agency  with 
data  on  operations  representing  over 
55%  of  the  total  poultry  production  in 
1973.  As  a  consequence.  It  appears  that 
a  high  reliability  exists  in  descriptions 
of  processes,  water  use,  waste  loads,  and 
treatment  capabilities.  On  the  other 
hand,  differing  methods  of  reporting  and 
grouping  by  major  data  sources  (US. 
Departments  of  Commerce  and  Agricul¬ 
ture)  make  It  difficult  to  ascertain,  for 
example,  whether  a  “poultry  processor”  Is 
a  plant  In  SIC  code  2016  or  2017  (poultry 
dressing  or  poultry  processing  respec¬ 
tively)  or  In  SIC  2038  (frosen  special¬ 
ties).  Moreover,  the  specific  plant  data 
reported  by  the  Industry  trade  associa¬ 
tions  seems  to  more  clearly  portray  cur¬ 
rent  actual  conditions,  but  extrapolation 


of  the  Industry  data  leads  to  some  dif¬ 
ferences  with  other  statistical  sources. 
The  Agency  encourages  the  sidxnisskm 
of  any  suggestions  or  additional  Infor¬ 
mation  on  this  question. 

(5)  The  comment  was  made  that  most 
duck  processors  are  integrated  with  feed- 
lots  and  may  have  a  common  waste  water 
control  system  which  may  require  dif¬ 
ferent  consideration  from  a  non-lnte- 
grated  facility.  As  is  discussed  In  the 
Development  Document,  available  data 
indicates  that  many  of  the  duck  proces¬ 
sors  are  directly  associated  with  an  onsite 
feedlot,  and  that  waste  water  controls 
provided  for  the  feedlot  are  also  uti¬ 
lised  for  the  processing  waste  water.  The 
Agency  has  carefully  considered  the  re¬ 
lationship  between  effluent  limitations  as 
proposed  herein  and  those  promulated 
for  duck  feedkJts  (40  CFR  Part  412,  Sub¬ 
part  B,  39  FR  5704) .  It  appears  that  the 
circumstances  of  several  duck  processors 
associated  with  feedlots  are  somewhat 
different  from  processors  operating  alone. 
As  a  result,  it  is  apparent  that  any  efflu¬ 
ent  restrictions  should  be  so  derived  to 
properly  account  for  waste  load  contri¬ 
butions  from  both  the  feedlot  and  the 
processor.  While  the  small  number  of 
operations  does  not  appear  to  warrant  a 
specific  separate  regulation  or  new  sub¬ 
category  for  the  few  operations  affected, 
the  Agency  has  concluded  that  the  efflu¬ 
ent  limitation  for  a  combined  feedlot/ 
processor  should  be  developed  on  an  ad¬ 
ditive  basis.  Thus,  In  the  event  that  waste 
streams  from  the  feedlot  and  processor 
are  combined  for  treatment  or  discharge, 
the  quantity  of  each  pollutant  or  pollu¬ 
tant  property  controlled  for  each  sepa¬ 
rate  component  or  waste  source  shall  not 
exceed  the  specified  limitation  for  that 
waste  source.  For  parameters  regulated 
by  only  one  of  the  potentially  applicable 
regulations,  the  ultimate  limitation 
should  be  derived  on  a  flow-proportioned 
basis.  For  example,  the  pollutant  “total 
suspended  solids’'  is  not  controlled  by 
an  effluent  limit  for  a  duck  feedlot,  but 
is  specified  for  a  duck  processor.  In  this 
instance,  the  portion  (determined  by  re¬ 
spective  flow  volumes)  of  suspended  sol¬ 
ids  attributable  to  the  processor  in  the 
combined  effluent  must  not  exceed  the 
limitation  specified  for  a  duck  processor 
in  ${  432.140  through  432.146  below. 

These  concepts  apply  to  the  effluent 
limitations  developed  for  BPCTCA, 
BATEA.  and  NSPS.  Note  that  the  feedlot 
component  of  a  combined  facility  must 
achieve  “no  discharge  of  pollutants" 
(except  for  overflows  due  to  excessive 
rainfall  as  specified)  under  BATEA  and 
NSPS;  as  a  result,  the  effluent  limit  for 
an  integrated  facility  will  be  Identical  to 
that  for  the  non -integrated  facility.  In 
each  case,  the  normal  discharge  would 
be  due  to  the  processing  facility  only. 

(6)  The  objection  has  been  raised  that 
the  extent  of  vertical  integration  within 
the  poultry  processing  industry  renders 
the  economic  impact  analysis  independ¬ 
able  and  misleading.  Specifically,  it  has 
been  pointed  out  that:  (a)  The  profit¬ 
ability  calculations  for  sample  firms  are 
based  on  live  poultry  prices,  which  the 
commentor  asserts  are  artificial  and  are 
only  accounting  transfer  costs — not  free 
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market  prices,  and  (b)  profits  are  mean* 
iagful  only  within  the  context  of 
the  entire  Integrated  firm  and  not  on  a 
;lant  or  department  basis. 

Research  has  Indicated  that  many  In¬ 
tegrated  companies  do  know,  within  a 
reasonable  degree  of  accuracy,  how 
much  profit  Is  derived  from  each  seg¬ 
ment  of  the  Integrated  operation.  More¬ 
over  a  significant  percentage  erf  poultry 
processing  is  handled  by  non-lntegrated 
firms,  for  which  the  live  poultry  prices 
are  not  artificial.  The  financial  profiles 
for  typical  plants,  developed  for  the 
economic  impact  analysis,  were  checked 
against  financial  data  for  non-lntegrated 
firms.  Discussions  with  a  number  of  plant 
managers  of  integrated  and  non-ln¬ 
tegrated  firms  indicated  that  the  as¬ 
sumptions  and  the  conclusions  of  the 
analysis  were  both  reasonable  and 
accurate. 

Interested  persons  are  encouraged  to 
submit  written  comments.  Comments 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
EPA  Office  of  Public  Affairs,  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460,  Attention:  Ms.  Ruth  Brown, 
A-107.  Comments  on  all  aspects  of  the 
proposed  regulation  are  solicited.  In  the 
event  comments  are  in  the  nature  of 
criticisms  as  to  the  adequacy  of  data 
which  are  available,  or  which  may  be 
relied  upon  by  the  Agency,  comments 
should  identify  and,  if  possible,  provide 
any  additional  data  which  may  be  avail¬ 
able  and  should  indicate  why  such 
data  are  essential  to  the  development 
of  the  regulations.  In  the  event  com¬ 
ments  address  the  approach  taken  by  the 
Agency  in  establishing  an  effluent 
limitations  guideline  or  standard  of  per¬ 
formance,  EPA  solicits  suggestions  as  to 
what  alternative  approach  should  be 
taken  and  why  and  how  this  alternative 
better  satisfies  the  detailed  requirements 
of  sections  301,  304(b),  306,  and  307  of 
the  Act. 

A  copy  of  all  public  comments  will  be 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  at 
the  EPA  Freedom  of  Information  Center, 
Room  204,  West  Tower,  Waterside  Mall, 
401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington  D.C.  A 
copy  of  preliminary  draft  contractor  re¬ 
ports,  the  Development  Document  and 
economic  studies  referred  to  above,  and 
certain  supplementary  materials  sup¬ 
porting  the  study  of  the  industry  con¬ 
cerned  will  also  be  maintained  at  this 
location  for  public  review  and  copying. 
Hie  EPA  information  regulation,  40  CFR 
Part  2,  provides  that  a  reasonable  fee 
may  be  charged  for  copying. 

All  comments  received  by  May  27, 1975 
will  be  considered.  Steps  previously 
taken  by  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  to  facilitate  public  response 
within  this  time  period  are  outlined 
in  the  advance  notice  concerning  public 
review  procedures  published  on  August  6, 
1973  (38  FR  21202).  In  consideration  of 
the  foregoing,  40  CFR  Part  432  is  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended  as  follows. 

Dated:  April  7, 1975. 

John  Quarles, 

Acting  Administrator. 
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455.110  Applicability;  description  at  ttk s 

chicken  processor  subcategory. 

432.111  Specialized  <laflnlttn«m. 

432.112  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appU- 
c&tlon  at  ttte  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently 
available. 

432.113  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable. 

432.114  Reserved. 

432.115  Standards  of  performance  for  new 

sources. 

432.116  Pre treatment  standards  for  new 

sources. 

Subpart  L— Turkey  Processor  Subcategory 

432.120  Applicability;  description  of  the 

turkey  processor  subcategory. 

432.121  Specialized  definitions. 

432.122  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  at  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently 
available. 

432.123  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable. 

432.124  Reserved. 

432.126  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
sources. 

432.126  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

Subpart  M — Fowl  Processor  Subcategory 

432.130  Applicability;  description  of  the 

fowl  processor  subcategory. 

432.131  Specialized  definition*. 

432.132  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently 
available. 

432.133  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable. 

432.134  Reserved. 

482.185  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
souroes. 

432.136  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

Subpart  N — Duck  Processor  Subcategory 

432.140  Applicability;  description  of  the 

duck  processor  subcategory. 

432.141  Specialized  definitions. 

432.142  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently 
available. 

482.143  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable. 

432.144  Reserved. 

432.146  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
souroes. 

432.146  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 


Subpart  O— Further  Processing  Subcategory 

482.160  Applicability;  description  of  the 

further  processing  subcategory. 

482.161  Specialized  definitions. 

482.152  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 
resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently 
available. 

482.163  Effluent  limitations  guidelines  rep¬ 

resenting  the  degree  of  effluent 
reduction  attainable  by  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  the  best  available 
technology  economically  achiev¬ 
able. 

432.164  Reserved. 

432.155  Standards  of  performance  for  new 
souroes. 

432.166  Pretreatment  standards  for  new 
sources. 

Authority:  Secs.  801,  304  (b)  and  (c),  306 
(b)  and  (e),  807(e),  Federal  Water  Pollution 
Control  Act,  as  amended;  88  UJ3.C.  1281,  1811, 
1814  (b)  and  (o).  1816  (b)  and  (c),  1817(c); 
86  8 tat.  816  et  seq.;  Pub.  L.  92-600. 

Subpart  K— Chicken  Processor 
Subcategory 

§  432.110  Applicability;  description  of 
the  chicken  processor  sobcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  resulting  from  the 
production  of  slaughtered  and  dressed 
chickens  and  any  cutting,  further  proc¬ 
essing  or  rendering  also  conducted  at  the 
same  plant  site  by  a  chicken  processor. 

§432.111  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the 
general  definitions,  abbreviations  and 
methods  of  analysis  set  forth  In  40  CFR 
Part  401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  "chicken  processor”  shall 
mean  an  operation  that  produces  pri¬ 
marily  broilers  or  other  young  chickens 
dressed  whole  or  cut  up,  fresh  or  frozen, 
and  Including  any  further  processing  Into 
canned,  breaded,  or  cooked  products,  or 
rendering  of  by-products. 

(c)  The  term  "LWK”  (five  weight 
killed)  shall  mean  the  total  weight  of 
the  total  number  of  birds  slaughtered 
during  the  time  to  which  the  effluent 
limitations  apply,  l.e.,  during  any  one  day 
or  any  period  of  thirty  consecutive  days. 

(d)  The  term  “raw  material”  or  as 
abbreviated  herein,  “RM”  shall  mean  the 
basic  input  materials  to  a  rendering  oper¬ 
ation  composed  of  poultry  trimmings, 
bones,  meat  scraps,  dead  animals, 
feathers  and  related  usable  by-products. 

(e)  The  term  “finished  product”  or  as 
abbreviated  herein,  “FP”  shall  mean  the 
final  manufactured  product  as  cooked, 
canned,  ground,  chopped,  diced,  breaded, 
fresh  or  frozen  poultry  meat  products. 

§  432.112  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  reduction  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  avail¬ 
able. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set  forth 
In  this  section,  EPA  took  Into  account  all 
Information  it  was  able  to  collect,  develop 
and  solicit  with  respect  to  factors  (such 
as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  materials, 
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manufacturing  processes,  products  pro* 
duced,  treatment  technology  available, 
energy  requirements  and  costs)  which 
can  affect  the  industry  subcategorization 
and  effluent  levels  established.  It  Is,  how¬ 
ever,  possible  that  data  which  would  af¬ 
fect  these  limitations  have  not  been 
available  and,  as  a  result,  these  limi¬ 
tations  should  be  adjusted  for  certain 
plants  in  this  industry.  An  individual  dis¬ 
charger  or  other  interested  person  may 
submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator  (or  to  the  State,  if  the  State  has 
the  authority  to  issue  NPDES  permits) 
that  factors  relating  to  the  equipment 
or  facilities  involved,  the  process  applied, 
or  other  such  factors  related  to  such  dis¬ 
charger  are  fundamentally  different  from 
the  factors  considered  in  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  guidelines.  On  the  basis  of 
such  evidence  or  other  available  infor¬ 
mation.  the  Regional  Administrator  (or 
the  State)  will  make  a  written  finding 
that  such  factors  are  or  are  not  funda¬ 
mentally  different  for  that  facility  com¬ 
pared  to  those  specified  in  the  Develop¬ 
ment  Document.  If  such  fundamentally 
different  factors  are  found  to  exist,  the 
Regional  Administrator  or  the  State  shall 
establish  for  the  discharger  effluent  limi¬ 
tations  in  the  NPDES  permit  either  more 
or  less  stringent  than  the  limitations  es¬ 
tablished  herein,  to  the  extent  dictated 
by  such  fundamentally  different  factors. 
Such  limitations  must  be  approved  by  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  The  Administrator  may 
approve  or  disapprove  such  limitations, 
specify  other  limitations,  or  initiate  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  revise  these  regulations. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  after  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  practicable  control  tech¬ 
nology  currently  available: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no 
by-product  rendering  or  further  proc¬ 
essing  as  part  of  plant  activities,  the 
following  limitations  shall  apply: 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristic  Maximum  lor  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed— 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  LWK 


BOD9 .  0.092 . 

TS8 . 1.24 . 

Oil  and  grease . 0.40 . 

pH . Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 

Fecal  coliforms . Maximum  at 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml 


0.46 

0.62 

0.20 


(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  LWK 


BOW . 0.92 . 

T88 . . .  1.24 . 

Oil  and  grease . 0.40 . 

pH... . . . Within  the 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 

Fecal  ooli  forms . Maximum  at 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 


0.46 

0.62 

0.20 


(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 


(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 


BOM  wi,  (itviooo  lb)  BWK-HjTh.x B0W  *****  "wm  '*> 


TSS  (lb/1000  lb)  bWK-jiiLxJgjS^ 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK- 

a  10  kkg  RM 
kkg  RMXkkg  LWK 

(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 


TSS  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK-g^Xjg^i 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 

0.05  kkg  RM 
“kkg  RMXkkg  LWK 

(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown.  - 


BODS  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK-g^pX^^^-  BODS  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK =uS^Xfig?LW  K 


tss  kg/kkg  (ib/iooo  ib)  l  w K = ii^Tpx  kkigLwPK 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  Ib)  LWK 

010  kkg  FP 
kkg  FPXkkg  LWK 

§  432.113  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  reduction  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  best  available 
technology  economically  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  point  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  after  applica¬ 
tion  of  the  best  available  technology 
economically  achievable: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no  by¬ 
product  rendering  or  further  processing 
as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  following 
limitations  shall  apply: 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Average  of  daily 
Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  day  s 

shall  not  exceed — 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  LWK 

BODS.. . . 

T88 . 

Oil  and  grease _ 

pH . . . . 

.  0.60.... . 

.  0.68 . : _ 

.  0.40 . 

0.30 

0.34 

0.20 

6.0  to  9.0. 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  LWK 

BODS. . 

TSS . 

Oil  and  grease _ 

PH . 

..  0.60.... . 

..0.68 . 

..  0.40 . . 

.  Within  the  range .  . 

0.30 

0.94 

0.20 

6.0  to  9.0. 

Focal  ooli  forms . Maximum  at 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 


a  ia  VYv  FP 

TSS  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK  =  ~  YpXkkg  LWK 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  FP 
kkg  FPXkkg  LWK 

§432.114  [Reserved] 

§  432.115  Standards  of  performance 
for  new  sources. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality 
of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properties 
which  may  be  discharged  by  a  new 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no 
by-product  rendering  or  further  process¬ 
ing  as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  limitations  shall  apply: 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  of  duly 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  davs 
shall  not  exceed— 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  LWK 


BODS . . 

....  0.92 . 

0.  46 

TSS . . 

_ 1.24 . 

0.62 

Oil  and  grease. . 

....  0.40 . . . . 

0.20 

....  0.40 . . 

0.20 

pH . 

.  Within  the  _ 

fecal  coliforms.. 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

_  Maximum  at  _ 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 


(English  units)  lb/1000  Ib  of  LWK 


BODS . . 

TSS . . 

.  0.92 . 

.  1.24 . 

0.46 

0.62 

Oil  and  grease. ..  . 

.0.40 _ 

.  0.40 _ 

0.20 

0.20 

pH . . . 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 

Milligrams  per  liter— effluent 


Ammonia... _ 8.0 _  4.0 


(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  follow¬ 
ing  formulae  should  be  used  to  derive 
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an  additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent 
limitation  set  forth  In  paraeraph  (a) 
of  this  section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BODik**k*  (ib/woon>) 

0  17  kVa  pu 

TSS  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 


Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  KM 
“kkg  RM  kkf  LWK 


(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an 
additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limi¬ 
tation  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  for  each  parameter  shown. 


BODikg  Vkg  OWlOOOlb)  LWK 


0J0  kkg  TP 

kkg  FP  kkg  LWK 


TSS  kg  kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 


0.85  kkg  TP 
kkg  FT  Kkg  LWK 


Oil  and  grease  kg  kkg  (lb, 1000  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  FP 
“kkg  FPXkkg  LWK 


§  432.116  Pretreatment  standards  for 
new  sources. 

Hie  pretreatment  standards  under  sec¬ 
tion  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source  within 
the  chicken  processor  subcategory,  which 
is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned  treatment 
works  (and  which  would  be  a  new  source 
subject  to  section  306  of  the  Act,  if  it 
were  to  discharge  pollutants  to  the  navi¬ 
gable  waters) ,  shall  be  the  standard  set 
forth  in  40  CFR  Part  128,  except  that,  for 
the  purpose  of  this  section,  40  CFR  128.- 
121,  128.122,  128.132,  and  128.133  shall 
not  apply.  The  following  pretreatment 
standard  establishes  the  quantity  or 
quality  of  pollutants  or  pollutant  prop¬ 
erties  controlled  by  this  section  which 
may  be  discharged  to  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works  by  point  source  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  this  subpart. 


PoUutant  or  pollutant 

Pretreatment 

property: 

standard 

BOD5 - - - 

No  limitation. 

TSS  . - 

Do. 

OU  and  grease - 

Do. 

pH _ _ _ _ _ 

Do. 

Fecal  conform - 

Do. 

Subpart  L — Turkey  Processor  Subcategory 

§  432.120  Applicability;  description  of 
the  turkey  processor  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  resulting  from  the 
production  of  slaughtered  and  dressed 
turkeys  and  any  cutting,  further  proc¬ 
essing  or  rendering  also  conducted  sea¬ 
sonally  or  concurrently  at  the  same  site 
by  a  turkey  processor. 

§  432.121  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  andmeth- 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  In  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “turkey  processor”  shall 
mean  an  operation  which  produces  pri¬ 
marily  dressed  whole  or  cut  up  turkeys, 
fresh  or  frozen,  and  Including  any  fur¬ 
ther  processing  into  canned,  breaded  or 


cooked  products  or  rendering  of 
by-products. . 

(c)  The  term  “LWK”  (live  weight 
killed)  shall  mean  the  total  weight  of 
the  total  number  of  birds  slaughtered 
during  the  time  to  which  the  effluent 
limitations  apply,  i.e.,  during  any  one 
day  or  any  period  of  thirty  consecutive 
days. 

(d)  The  term  “raw  material'’  or  as  ab¬ 
breviated  herein,  “RM"  shall  mean  the 
basic  input  materials  to  a  rendering  op¬ 
eration  composed  of  poultry  trimmings, 
bones,  meat  scraps,  dead  animals, 
feathers  and  related  usable  by-products. 

(e)  The  term  “finished  product”  or  as 
abbreviated  herein,  “FP”  shall  mean  the 
final  manufactured  product  as  cooked, 
canned,  ground,  chopped,  diced,  breaded, 
fresh  or  frozen  poultry  meat  products. 

§  432.122  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  reduction  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  avail¬ 
able. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  this  section.  EPA  took  into  ac¬ 
count  all  Information  it  was  able  to  col¬ 
lect,  develop  and  solicit  with  respect  to 
factors  (such  as  age  and  size  of  plant, 
raw  materials,  manufacturing  processes, 
products  produced,  treatment  technology 
available,  energy  requirements  and  costs) 
which  can  affect  the  Industry  sub¬ 
categorization  and  effluent  levels  estab¬ 
lished.  It  is,  however,  possible  that  data 
which  would  affect  these  limitations  have 
not  been  available  and,  as  a  result,  these 
limitations  should  be  adjusted  for  cer¬ 
tain  plants  in  this  Industry.  An  Individ¬ 
ual  discharger  or  other  interested  person 
may  submit  evidence  to  the  Regional 
Administrator  (or  to  the  State.  If  the 
State  has  the  authority  to  issue  NPDES 
permits)  that  factors  relating  to  the 
equipment  or  facilities  involved,  the 
process  applied,  or  other  such  factors 
related  to  such  discharger  are  funda¬ 
mentally  different  from  the  factors  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  establishment  of  the 
guidelines.  On  the  basis  of  such  evidence 
or  other  available  Information,  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  (or  the  State)  will 
make  a  written  finding  that  such  factors 
are  or  are  not  fundamentally  different 
for  that  facility  compared  to  those  speci¬ 
fied  In  the  Development  Document,  if 
such  fundamentally  different  factors  are 
found  to  exist,  the  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor  or  the  State  shall  establish  for  the 
discharger  effluent  limitations  In  the 
NPDES  permit  either  more  or  less  strin¬ 
gent  than  the  limitations  established 
herein,  to  the  extent  dictated  by  such 
fundamentally  different  factors.  Such 
limitations  must  be  approved  by  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  The  Administrator  may 
approve  or  disapprove  such  limitations, 
specify  other  limitations,  or  Initiate 
proceedings  to  revise  these  regulations. 
The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 


subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no  by¬ 
product  rendering  or  further  processing 
as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  following 
limitations  shall  apply: 


Effluent  limitation* 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Average  of  dally 
Maximum  for  valuee  for  thirty 
any  one  day  eouMoutlve  days 
■ball  not  exceed— 

(Metric 

units)  kg/kkg  of  LWK 

BOD6 . S.78 . ; 

TSS . 1.14 . 

OU  and  grease . 0.28 . — . 

pH. . Within  the 

ranee  8.0  to 
9.0. 

Fecal  conforms -  Maximum  at  s 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  mL 


(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  LWK 


&ao 

0.67 
a  M 


Rom  . 

..  0.78 . i 

AM 

TSS . 

..  1.14 . 

a  57 

..  0.28 . 

064 

pU 

..Within  the  ....... 

range  6.0  to 

0.0. 

Mutirnim  at  _ 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  mL 

(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BODi  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb)  LWK-j—gjjXgJ—Jg 

TSS  kgkkg  ObAOOOIb)  LWK -~^X  ***  -gj* 

1  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1 000  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  RM 
“kkg  RM  kkg  LWK 

(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BODi  kg/kkg  (Jb/1000  Jb)  LWK-j^j 

TSS  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb)  LWK-J^X^^^ 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 

M0  kkg  TP 


kkg  FP  kkg  LWK 

g  432.123  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  reduction  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  best  available 
technology  economically  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pollu¬ 
tant  properties,  controlled  by  this  section, 
which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable: 
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(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no 
by-product  rendering  or  further  process¬ 
ing  as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  follow- 


lng  limitations  shall  apply: 

Effluent  limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Average  of  daily 
Maximum  for  values  lor  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed— 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  LWK 

BOD5 . 

T88 . 

Oil  and  grease . 

0.42 . 

0.48 . . 

0.28 . 

0.21 

0.24 

a  M 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  LWK 

BOD5 . 

0.42 . 

0.21 

T88 _ _ 

Oil  and  grease . 

0.48 . 

0.28 . . 

0.24 

0.14 

Milligrams  per  liter— effluent 


..  8.0 . . 

4.0 

pH 

Within  the  . 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 

(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Average  of  daily 
Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  conaecntfve  days 
shall  not  exceed — 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  LWK 

BOD5... . 

T88  _ 

...  0.78 . 

...  1.14 . 

0.39 

0.57 

Oil  and  grease... 
Ammonia _ 

...  0.28 . 

...  0.28 . . 

0.14 

0.14 

pH 

6.0  to  9.0. 

any  time  400  - 

mpn/100  ml. 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  LWK 

BOD5 . 

..  0.78 _ 

0.39 

T88 . . 

OH  and  grease... 

..  1.14 . 

..  0.28 . 

..  0.28 _ 

0.57 

0.14 

0.14 

pH 

6.0  to  9.0. 

any  time  400 
•  mpn/100  ml. 

(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an 
additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  lim¬ 
itation  set  forth  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

0.15  kkg  RM 

BODS  kg/kkg  (lb/10001b)  i^Xkl^fLWic 

0.17  kkg  RM 

T88  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  RM^k^g  LWK 


BODS  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb) 

T88  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb) 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lbAOOO  lb)  LWK 

0.05  kkg  RM 
"kkg  RM*kkg  LWK 

(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BODS  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb)  LWK  - kk^pXt^Lw’ie 


T88  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb)  LWK-^X^ 


Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb) 


LWK 


0.10  kkg  FP 
kkg  FP*kkg  LWK 


8  432.124  [Reserved] 

8  432.125  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 


The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section,  which  may  be 
discharged  by  a  new  source  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no  by¬ 
product  rendering  or  further  processing 
as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  following 
limitations  shall  apply: 


.  .....  0.10  kkg  RM 

grease  kg/kkg  0b/1000  lb)  LW  K  =  kkg  RMXkkg  LWK 

(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an 
additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limi¬ 
tation  set  forth  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

0.30  kkg  FP 

BODf  kg/kkg  0b/1000  lb)  L\5  K . k^kg  FP^kkg~LWK 

„  0.35  .  kkg  FP 

T8S  kg/kkg  0b/1000  lb)  LWK  =  ^^  f.wg 


Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  0b/1000 lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  FP 

kkg  FP  kkI 

§  432.126  Pretreatment  standards  fop 
new  sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under  sec¬ 
tion  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source  within 
the  turkey  processor  subcategory,  which 
is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned  treatment 
works  (and  which  would  be  a  new  source 
subject  to  section  306  of  the  Act,  If  it  were 
to  discharge  pollutants  to  the  navigable 
waters) ,  shall  be  the  standard  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  Part  128,  except  that,  for  the 
purpose  of  this  section,  40  CFR  128.121, 
128,122,  128.132,  and  128.133  shall  not 
apply.  Hie  following  pretreatment 
standard  establishes  the  quantity  or  qual¬ 
ity  of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properties 
controlled  by  this  section  which  may  be 
discharged  to  a  publicly  owned  treat¬ 
ment  works  by  point  source  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  subpart. 


Pollutant  or  pollutant  Pretreatment 

property:  standard 

BOD5 - - - —  No  limitation. 

TSS _  Do. 

Oil  and  grease _  Do.  ' 

pH  -  Do. 

Fecal  conform _  Do. 


Subpart  M — Fowl  Processor  Subcategory 

§  432.130  Applicability;  description  of 
the  fowl  processor  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  resulting  from  the 
production  of  slaughtered  and  dressed 
whole  or  cut  up  mature  chickens,  layers, 
geese  or  capons  and  any  further  process¬ 
ing  or  rendering  also  conducted  at  the 
same  plant  site  by  a  fowl  processor. 

§  432.131  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and 
methods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CFR 
Part  401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “fowl  processor”  shall 
mean  a  plant  that  slaughters  and  dresses 
primarily  mature  chickens,  geese  or 
capons  and  produces  whole  or  cut  up 
fresh  or  frozen  birds,  and  Including  any 
further  processing  into  canned,  breaded 
or  cooked  products  or  rendering  of  by¬ 
products. 

(c)  The  term  “LWK”  (live  weight 
killed)  shall  mean  the  total  weight  of  the 
total  number  of  birds  slaughtered  dur¬ 
ing  the  time  to  which  the  effluent  limi¬ 
tations  apply,  l.e.,  during  any  one  day 
or  any  period  of  thirty  consecutive  days. 

(d)  The  term  “raw  material”  or  as  ab¬ 
breviated  herein,  “RM”  shall  mean  the 
basic  input  materials  to  a  rendering  oper¬ 
ation  composed  of  poultry  trimmings, 
bones,  meat  scraps,  dead  animals, 
feathers  and  related  usable  by-products. 

(e)  The  term  “finished  product”  or  as 
abbreviated  herein,  “FP”  shall  mean  the 
final  manufactured  product  as  cooked, 
canned,  ground,  chopped,  diced,  breaded, 
fresh  or  frozen  poultry  meat  produces. 

§  432.132  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  reduction  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  avail¬ 
able. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set  forth 
in  this  section,  EPA  took  into  account  all 
Information  it  was  able  to  collect,  de¬ 
velop  and  solicit  with  respect  to  factors 
(such  as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  mate¬ 
rials,  manufacturing  processes,  products 
produced,  treatment  technology  avail¬ 
able,  energy  requirements  and  costs) 
which  can  affect  the  industry  subcate¬ 
gorization  and  effluent  levels  established. 
It  is,  however,  possible  that  data  which 
would  affect  these  limitations  have  not 
been  available  and,  as  a  result,  these  lim¬ 
itations  should  be  adjusted  for  certain 
plants  in  this  industry.  An  individual  dis¬ 
charger  or  other  interested  person  may 
submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator  (or  to  the  State,  If  the  State  has 
the  authority  to  issue  NPDES  permits) 
that  factors  relating  to  the  equipment 
or  facilities  Involved,  the  process  ap¬ 
plied,  or  other  such  factors  related  to 
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such  discharger  are  fundamentally  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  factors  considered  in 
the  establishment  of  the  guidelines.  On 
the  basis  of  such  evidence  or  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trator  (or  the  State)  will  make  a  written 
finding  that  such  factors  are  or  are  not 
fundamentally  different  for  that  facility 
compared  to  those  specified  in  the  Devel¬ 
opment  Document.  If  such  fundamen¬ 
tally  different  factors  are  found  to  exist, 
the  Regional  Administrator  or  the  State 
shall  establish  for  the  discharger  effluent 
limitations  in  the  NPDES  permit  either 
more  or  less  stringent  than  the  limita¬ 
tions  established  herein,  to  the  extent 
dictated  by  such  fundamentally  different 
factors.  Such  limitations  must  be  ap¬ 
proved  by  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  may  approve  or  disapprove 
such  limitations,  specify  other  limita¬ 
tions,  or  initiate  proceedings  to  revise 
these  regulations. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  .which  does  no 
by-product  rendering  or  further  process¬ 
ing  as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  limitations  shall  apply : 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum  for 

any  om  day 

Average  of  daily 
values  for  thirty 
conaacutive  days 
shall  not  exceed— 

(Metric  units)  kg. kkg  of  LWK 

BOW . 

1.22 . 

a  61 

TSS 

1.44 

0.72 

Oil  and  grease _ 

pH _ _ 

oso _ _ 

6.  IS 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 

(English  anils)  lb/1000  lb  of  LWK 


BOW.,. _ 1.22 .  0.61 


Oil  and  grease.. 
pH . 

_ _ OAO.. . 

0.15 

Fetal  coUforms 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 

(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 


BOWkg/kkg  (lb/1000 lb) 


T88  kgkkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 


0.18  kkg  KM 
kkg  RMXkkg  LWK 


OH  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 


0.10  kkgBli 
kkg  RM  Kkg  LWK 


(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  - 
additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent 
limitation  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BOD8  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb)  LWK-^X^^ 

T8S  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK-^X^fg 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb)  LWK  _ 

0.10  kkg  FP 
“kkg  FP  Kkg  LWK 

§  432.133  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  reduetion  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  available. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
available  technology  economically  achie¬ 
vable: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no 
by-product  rendering  or  further  process¬ 
ing  as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  follow¬ 
ing  shall  apply: 


Effluent  limitations 

Efflnent  Average  of  daily 

characteristic  Maximum  tor  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
•ball  not  exceed— 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  LWK 


BOW . 

0.46 . 

a  28 

TSS . 

0.54 . 

a  27 

Oil  and  grease _ 

0.15 . 

... 

au 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  LWK 


BOW . . 0.46 . .  ft  28 


TSS . 

..  0.54. 1III.!. _ 11 

tt27 

Oil  and  grease  .... 

...  0.15 . 

a  15 

Milligrams  per  liter — effluent 

Ammonia _ 

..  8.0 _ 

4.0 

pH . 

6.0  to  9.0. 

any  time  400 

mpn/100  ml. 

(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an 
additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent 
limitation  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BOW  kg/kkg  ObAOOOlb)  LWK ^ 

TSS  kg/kkg  (lb/1000 lb)  LWK-j^Xjg^ 

Oil  and  grease  kg  kkg  (lb/1000  lb>  LWK 

0.05  kkg  RM 
“kkg  RMXkkg  LWK 

(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an 


additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limi¬ 
tation  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BOW  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK-E£!|FXir5^I~ 

tss  ■«.»«  awiooo  ib> 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkgFP 
“kkg  FP  Kkg  LWK 

§  432.134  [Reserved] 

§  432.135  Standards  of  performance 
for  new  sources. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality 
of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properties, 
controlled  by  this  section,  which  may  be 
discharged  by  a  new  source  subject  to 
the  provisions  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  which  does 
no  by-product  rendering  or  further  pro¬ 
cessing  as  part  of  plant  activities,  the 
following  limitations  shall  apply : 


Effluent  limitations 

Effluent  Average  of  dally 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed— 


(Metric  units)  kg, kkg  of  LWK 

BOW . 

.  1.22 . 

0.61 

TSS . 

Oil  and  grease.... 

Ammonia . 

pH . 

..  1.44 . . . 

..  0.30 . 

...  0.30... . . . 

0.78 

a  15 

a  is 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

. .  Maximum  at 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  mL 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  LWK 

bow _ : . 

1.22 . 

A  61 

T88 . 

1.44 . 

a  72 

Oil  and  grease...... 

Ammonia . — 

pH . 

0.30 . 

0.30 . 

Within  the  . 

a  is 
au 

range  6.0  to 

9.0. 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 

(to)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  follow¬ 
ing  formulae  should  be  used  to  derive 
an  additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent 
limitation  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section  for  each  parameter 
shown. 

BOD5  kg/kkg  ObAOOOlb)  LWK-g^xJg^ 

a  17  klcff  RM 

T6S  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK.jj^X^^ 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  RM 
“kkg  RM  Kkg  LWK 

(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an 
additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent 
limitation  set  forth  In  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  for  each  parameter  shown. 
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BOW  kg/kkg  OW1000  lb)  LWg-fc^pXkk^LWK 


T88  kg/kkg  0 VI 000  lb) 

Oil  Mid  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  >P 
“kkg  FP*kkg  LWK 

§  432.136  Pretreat mrnt  standards  for 
new  sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  fowl  processor  subcategory, 
which  is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works  (and  which  would  be 
a  new  source  subject  to  section  306  of 
the  Act,  if  it  were  to  discharge  pollut¬ 
ants  to  the  navigable  waters),  shall  be 
the  standard  set  forth  In  40  CFR  Part 
128,  except  that,  for  the  purpose  of  this 
section.  40  CFR  128.121,  128.122,  128.132 
and  128.133  shall  not  apply.  The  follow¬ 
ing  pretreatment  standard  establishes 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties  controlled  by  this 
section  which  may  be  discharged  to  a 
publicly  owned  treatment  works  by  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart. 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  Pretreatment 

property :  standard 

BOD5 _  No  limitation. 

TS8 _ _ Do. 

Oil  and  grease _ Do. 

pH _  Do. 

Fecal  conform _  Do. 

Subpart  N — Duck  Processor  Subcategory 

§432.140  Applicability;  description  of 
the  duck  processor  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  resulting  from  the 
production  of  slaughtered  and  dressed 
ducks,  whole  or  cut  up,  and  any  further 
processed  products  or  rendered  by-prod¬ 
ucts  by  a  duck  processor. 

§  432.141  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below,  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and  meth- 
ods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part 
401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  “duck  processor”  shall 
mean  an  operation  which  slaughters  and 
dresses  ducks,  whole  or  cut  up.  fresh  or 
frozen  and  Including  any  further  proc¬ 
essing  into  canned,  breaded,  or  cooked 
products  or  rendering  of  by-products. 

(c)  The  term  “LWK”  (live  weight 
killed)  shall  mean  the  total  weight  of 
the  total  number  of  birds  slaughtered 
during  the  time  to  which  the  effluent 
limitations  apply,  l.e.,  during  any  one 
day  or  any  period  of  thirty  consecutive 
days. 

(d)  Hie  term  “raw  material”  or  as 
abbreviated  herein,  “RM”  shall  mean  the 
basic  input  materials  to  a  rendering  op¬ 
eration  composed  of  poultry  trimmings, 


bones,  meat  scraps,  dead  animals,  feath¬ 
ers  and  related  usable  by-products. 

(e)  The  term  “finished  product”  or  as 
abbreviated  herein.  "FP”  shall  mean  the 
final  manufactured  product  as  cooked, 
canned,  ground,  chopped,  diced,  breaded, 
fresh  or  frozen  poultry  meat  products. 

§  432.142  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  reduction  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  avail¬ 
able. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set 
forth  in  this  section,  EPA  took  into  ac¬ 
count  all  information  it  was  able  to  col¬ 
lect,  develop  and  solicit  with  respect  to 
factors  (such  as  age  and  size  of  plant, 
raw  materials,  manufacturing  processes, 
products  produced,  treatment  technology 
available,  energy  requirements  and  costs) 
which  can  affect  the  Industry  subcate¬ 
gorization  and  effluent  levels  established. 
It  is,  however,  possible  that  data  which 
would  affect  these  limitations  have  not 
been  available  and,  as  a  result,  these  limi¬ 
tations  should  be  adjusted  for  certain 
plants  in  this  industry.  An  individual 
discharger  or  other  Interested  person 
may  submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  (or  to  the  State,  if  the  State 
has  the  authority  to  issue  NPDES  per¬ 
mits)  that  factors  relating  to  the  equip¬ 
ment  or  facilities  involved,  the  process 
applied,  or  other  such  factors  related  to 
such  discharger  are  fundamentally  dif¬ 
ferent  from  the  factors  considered  in  the 
establishment  of  the  guidelines.  On  the 
basis  of  such  evidence  or  other  available 
information,  the  Regional  Administrator 
(or  the  State)  will  make  a  written  find¬ 
ing  that  such  factors  are  or  are  not  fun¬ 
damentally  different  for  that  facility 
compared  to  those  specified  in  the  De¬ 
velopment  Document.  If  such  funda¬ 
mentally  different  factors  are  found  to 
exist,  the  Regional  Administrator  or  the 
State  shall  establish  for  the  discharger 
effluent  limitations  in  the  NPDES  permit 
either  more  or  less  stringent  than  the 
limitations  established  herein,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  dictated  by  such  fundamentally  dif¬ 
ferent  factors.  Such  limitations  must  be 
approved  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency.  The 
Administrator  may  approve  or  disap¬ 
prove  such  limitations,  specify  other  limi¬ 
tations,  or  initiate  proceedings  to  revise 
these  regulations. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no  by¬ 
product  rendering  or  further  processing 
as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  following 
limitations  shall  apply: 


Effluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  ot  dally 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  tor  Udrty 

any  one  day  consecutive  days 
■hall  not  eioeed — 


(Metric  unite)  kg/kkg  at  LWK 

BOD*  .... 

1JU  - - 

077 

T88— . 

..  1.80 . 

090 

Oil  and  grease... 

ft  M - _  - 

096 

6.0  to  9.0. 

any  Uuu  400 
mpn/100  ml. 

(English  unite)  lb/1000  lb  o(  LWK 


BOD# _ 

TXH  .  _ 

_ 1.80 . 

077 

090 

Oil  and  grease... 

_ 0.52 . 

026 

6.0  to  9.0. 

any  lime  400 
mpn/100  mL 

(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  conduct 
by-product  rendering,  the  following  for¬ 
mulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  addi¬ 
tive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limitation 
set  forth  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
for  each  parameter  shown. 

BOD5  kg/kkg  (lbAOOO  lb)  LWK 


TSS  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 


0.17  kkg  RM 
kkg  KMxkg  LWK 


Oil  and  greaae  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  RM 

“kkg  KM  Kkg  LWK 


(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  conduct 
further  processing,  the  following  formu¬ 
lae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  additive 
adjustment  to  the  effluent  limitation  set 
forth  In  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section 
for  each  parameter  shown. 


BODS  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWg- 


TSS  kg/kkg  OW1000  lb)  LWK^-^X^^ 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  FP 
“kkg  FPXkkg  LWK 

§  432.143  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  reduction  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  best  available  tech¬ 
nology  economically  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties,  controlled  by  this 
section,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a 
point  source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
this  subpart  after  application  of  the 
best  available  technology  economically 
achievable: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no 
by-product  rendering  or  further  process¬ 
ing  as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  follow¬ 
ing  limitations  shall  apply: 
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Effluent 

Effluent  HmiUtlone 

^Rfflnant  ^ 

Average  at  daily 
Marininm  for  nkn  lor  thirty 
any  ana  day  eoneecotive  dan 
SnE  not  ■mm- 

MBmot 
tNirrrtwftlHr  - 

Illimani  far 

Avenge  of  dally 
valnea  for  thirty 
eonaeoattve  dev* 
ahaU  not  meed— 

(Metric  cnlta)  kg/kkg  of  LWK 

(Metric  unit*)  kg/kkg  of  LWK 

BODf_ . 0.78 . . 

TBS. . 0.82 _ 

Oil  and  grease - 0.62 - 


0  88 
0.86 
oat 


(English  mdta)  Ib/WOO  lb  o f  LWK 


BOM. . 0.78.. 

T88. . 0.8t.. 

Oil  and  grease - 0.62. . 


0.99 

046 

026 


Milligram*  per  liter— effluent 


Ammonia... _ 8.0 _ _ _ 

pH _ Within  the 

range  OOto 
8.0 

Fecal  oolilorms . Maximum  at 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  mL 


AO 


(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  follow¬ 
ing  formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an 
additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent 
limitation  set  forth  in  paragraph  Ca)  of 
this  section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

007  kkg  EM 

BODf  kg/kkg  (lb/1000  lb)  LWK-^^xg^yg 


TBS  kg/kkg  Ob/1000  lb)  LWK= 


0.10 


kkg  RM 


~kkg  RM*kkg  LWK 
OB  and  grease  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK 

0.06  w  kkg  RM 


BOD# _ 1.M . 

T88. . . .  1.80 . 

OO  and  grease _ 0.62 . 

Ammonia...  .....  0.52...  . 

pH . Within  the  ' 

range  A0  to 
8.0. 

Fecal  oolifonns . Maximum  at 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  mL 


(English  units)  IbAOOO  lb  of  LWK 


an 

a  90 

ax 

ax 


TB8H 
Oil  and 


Oil  and  grease.. 
Ammonia...... 


-  1.64 . 

/  an 

-  ISO . 

ago 

.  0.52 . 

ax 

.  0.52 . 

.Within  the 

ax 

range  A0  to 
9.0. 

Fecal  oolifonns . Maximum  at 

any  time  400 
mpnAOOmL 


(b)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  by-product  rendering,  the  follow¬ 
ing  formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an 
additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limi¬ 
tation  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BODf  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK  -^^X^LWk 


TBS  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK 


0.17 


kkg  RM 


kkg  RM  zkg  LWK 


kkg  RM  Kkg  LWK 

(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an  ad¬ 
ditive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limita¬ 
tion  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BOEM  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK 


Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK 
A10 


kkg  B*f 


kkg  RM  kkg  LWK 

(c)  For  a  processor  which  does  con¬ 
duct  further  processing,  the  following 
formulae  should  be  used  to  derive  an 
additive  adjustment  to  the  effluent  limi¬ 
tation  set  forth  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  for  each  parameter  shown. 

BOD6  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LW K =t^^pX^, ^ 


T8B  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK-j^X^^ 

OB  and  grease  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  FP 
"kkg  FP  Kkg  LWK 

8  432.144  [Reserved] 

8  432.145  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality 
of  pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  new  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  For  a  processor  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  which  does  no  by¬ 
product  rendering  or  further  processing 
as  part  of  plant  activities,  the  following 
limitations  shall  apply: 


0.85  kkg  FP 

TBS  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK-^  fpX^LW^ 

Oil  and  grease  kg/kkg  (IbAOOO  lb)  LWK 

0.10  kkg  FP 
“kkg  FP*kkg  LWK 

§  432.146  Pretreatment  standards  for 
new  sources. 

The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  duck  processor  subcategory, 
which  is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned  treat¬ 
ment  works  (and  which  would  be  a  new 
source  subject  to  section  306  of  the  Act, 
if  it  were  to  discharge  pollutants  to  the 
navigable  waters),  shall  be  the  stand¬ 
ard  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part  128,  except 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  this  section,  40 
CFR  128.121,  128.122,  128.132,  and  128.- 
133  shall  not  apply.  The  fallowing  pre- 
treatment  standard  establishes  the 


quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion  which  may  be  discharged  to  a  pub¬ 
licly  owned  treatment  works  by  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart. 


Pollutant  or  pollutant 

Pretreatment 

property: 

standard 

BOD5  _ 

...  No  limitation. 

TSS  _ 

Do. 

Oil  and  grease _ 

Do. . 

pH  . . 

Do. 

Fecal  coltfonn .  - _ 

Do. 

Subpart  O — Further  Processing 
Subcategory 

§  432.150  Applicability;  description  of 
the  further  processing  subcategory. 

The  provisions  of  this  subpart  are  ap¬ 
plicable  to  discharges  resulting  from 
the  manufacture  of  canned,  breaded, 
ground,  chopped,  diced  poultry  products 
from  purchased  whole  or  cut  carcasses 
of  any  poultry  type  by  a  further  process¬ 
ing  plant. 

§  432.151  Specialized  definitions. 

For  the  purpose  of  this  subpart: 

(a)  Except  as  provided  below  the  gen¬ 
eral  definitions,  abbreviations  and 
methods  of  analysis  set  forth  in  40  CFR 
Part  401  shall  apply  to  this  subpart. 

(b)  The  term  "further  processing” 
shall  mean  an  operation  which  utilizes 
purchased  whole  or  cut  up  poultry  for 
the  production  of  cooked,  canned, 
ground,  chopped,  diced,  or  breaded  fresh 
or  frozen  products. 

(c)  The  term  "finished  product”  or  as 
abbreviated  herein,  "FP”  shall  mean  the 
final  manufactured  product  as  cooked, 
canned,  ground,  chopped,  diced,  breaded, 
fresh,  or  frozen  poultry  meat  products. 

8  432.152  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
line*  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  redaction  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  best  practicable 
control  technology  currently  avail¬ 
able. 

In  establishing  the  limitations  set  forth 
in  this  section,  EPA  took  into  account  all 
information  it  was  able  to  collect,  develop 
and  solicit  with  respect  to  factors  (such 
as  age  and  size  of  plant,  raw  materials, 
manufacturing  processes,  products  pro¬ 
duced,  treatment  technology  available, 
energy  requirements  and  costs)  which 
can  affect  the  Industry  subcategorization 
and  effluent  levels  established.  It  is,  how¬ 
ever,  possible  that  data  which  would  af¬ 
fect  these  limitations  have  not  been 
available  and,  as  a  result,  these  limita¬ 
tions  should  be  adjusted  for  certain 
plants  in  this  Industry.  An  individual  dis¬ 
charger  or  other  interested  person  may 
submit  evidence  to  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator  (or  to  the  State,  if  the  State  has 
the  authority  to  Issue  NPDES  permits) 
that  factors  relating  to  the  equipment  or 
facilities  involved,  the  process  applied, 
or  other  such  factors  related  to  such  dis¬ 
charger  are  fundamentally  different  from 
the  factors  considered  to  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  the  guidelines.  On  the  basis  of 
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such  evidence  or  other  available  Informa¬ 
tion,  the  Regional  Administrator  (or  the 
State)  will  make  a  written  finding  that 
such  factors  are  or  are  not  fundamentally 
different  for  that  facility  compared  to 
those  specified  in  the  Development  Doc¬ 
ument.  If  such  fundamentally  different 
factors  are  found  to  exist,  the  Regional 
Administrator  or  the  State  shall  establish 
for  the  discharger  effluent  limitations  in 
the  NPDES  permit  either  more  or  less 
stringent  than  the  limitations  established 
herein,  to  the  extent  dictated  by  such 
fundamentally  different  factors.  Such 
limitations  must  be  approved  by  the 
Administrator  of  the  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency.  The  Administrator  may 
approve  or  disapprove  such  limitations, 
specify  other  limitations,  or  initiate 
proceedings  to  revise  these  regulations. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant-  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart  after  application  of  the  best 
practicable  control  technology  currently 
available : 


R  (fluent  limitations 


Effluent  Average  of  daily 

characteristic  Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed— 


(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  finished  product 


BODS . 0.60 .  0.30 

TSS . 0.70 . .  0.35 

Oil  and  grease . 0.20 .  0. 10 

pH . Within  the  . 

range  6.0  to  / 

9.0. 

Fecal  conforms . Maximum  at  . . . . 

any  time  400 
utyn/100  ml. 


(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  finished  product 


BODS . 0.60 .  0.30 

TSS . 0.70 .  0.35 

OH  and  grease . 0.20 .  0.10 

pH . Within  the  . 

range  6.0  to 
9.0. 

Fecal  conforms . Maximum  at  . . . ; 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 


§  432.153  Effluent  limitations  guide¬ 
lines  representing  the  degree  of 
effluent  reduction  attainable  by  the 
application  of  the  beat  available 
technology  economically  achievable. 

The  following  limitations  establish  the 
quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or  pol¬ 
lutant  properties,  controlled  by  this  sec¬ 
tion,  which  may  be  discharged  by  a  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of 


this  subpart 
best  available 
achievable: 

after  application  of  the 
technology  economically 

Effluent  Umitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Average  of  daily 
Maximum  for  values  for  thirty 
any  one  day  consecutive  days 
shaU  not  exceed— 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  finished  product 

BOD£ . 

0.30 . ;  0. 16 

TSS . 

OH  aud  grease . 

0  36 .  a  18 

0.26 .  a  13 

(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  finished  product 

BOD5 . 

TSS . 

0.30 . .  0.16 

0.36 _ _  0. 18 

OU  aud  grease _ 

0.26 .  0. 13 

Milligrams  per  liter— effluent 

Ammonia . 

pH . 

8.0 _  4.0 

6.0  to  9.0. 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 

§  432.154  [Reserved] 

§  432.155  Standards  of  performance  for 
new  sources. 

The  following  standards  of  perform¬ 
ance  establish  the  quantity  or  quality  of 
pollutants  or  pollutant  properties,  con¬ 
trolled  by  this  section,  which  may  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  a  new  source  subject  to  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart: 


Effluent  Umitations 

Effluent 

characteristic 

Maximum  for 
any  one  day 

Average  of  daily 
values  lor  thirty 
consecutive  days 
shall  not  exceed — 

(Metric  units)  kg/kkg  of  finished  product 

BODS  .  - _ -- 

0.60 . . 

0.30 

TSS . . . 

0.70 . 

0.36 

0.20 _ 

0.  10 

Ammonia . 

pH . 

0.20 _ _ 

Within  the 

a  so 

range  6.0 
to  9.0. 


Fecal  conforms _ Maximum  at 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 


(English  units)  lb/1000  lb  of  finished  product 

BODS . 

....  0.60 . . 

0.30 

TSS . 

....  0.70 . 

a  36 

Oil  and  grease. 

_ _ 0.80 . 

_ 0.20 . . 

0.10 
0. 10 

pH . 

_ Within  the  . 

Fecal  conforms. 

range  6.0 
to  9.0. 

any  time  400 
mpn/100  ml. 

§  432.156 

Pretreatment  standards 

for 

new  sources. 


The  pretreatment  standards  under 
section  307(c)  of  the  Act  for  a  source 
within  the  further  processing  subcate¬ 
gory.  which  is  a  user  of  a  publicly  owned 
treatment  works  (and  which  would  be 
a  new  source  subject  to  section  306  of  the 
Act,  if  it  were  to  discharge  pollutants  to 
the  navigable  waters),  shall  be  the 
standard  set  forth  in  40  CFR  Part  128, 
except  that,  for  the  purpose  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  40  CFR  128.121,  128.122,  128.132, 
and  128.133  shall  not  apply.  The  follow¬ 
ing  pretreatment  standard  establishes 
the  quantity  or  quality  of  pollutants  or 
pollutant  properties  controlled  by  this 
section  which  may  be  discharged  to  a 
publicly  owned  treatment  works  by  point 
source  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
subpart. 

Pollutant  or  pollutant  Pretreatment 

property:  standard 

BOD5 _  No  limitation. 

TSS _ Do. 

Oil  and  grease _  Do. 

pH  _  Do. 

Fecal  collform _  Do. 

[FR  Doc.76-10477  FUed  4-23-75;8:45  am] 
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Public  Papers  of  the  Presidents 
of  the  United  States 


Annual  volumes  containing  the  public  messages  and  statements,  news 
conferences,  and  other  selected  papers  released  by  the  White  House. 
Volumes  for  the  following  years  are  now  available : 

HERBERT  HOOVER 

1929 _ $13.30 


HARRY  S.  TRUMAN 


1945  __ 

$11.75 

1949  . 

_ _  $11.80 

1946  __ 

.  .  _  $10.80 

1950 

_  $13.85 

1947 _ 

_ $11.15 

1951  _  _ 

_ $12.65 

1948 _ $15.95  1952-53 _ _ _ $18.45 


DWIGHT  D.  EISENHOWER 


1953 

$1400 

1957__  __ 

_  _  $14.50 

1954 

_  _  $17.20 

1958 _ 

_  $14.70 

1955 _ 

_ $14.50 

1959  _ 

_ $14.95 

1956 _ $17.30  1960-61 _ _  $16.85 

JOHN  F.  KENNEDY 


1961 _  $14.35 

1962 _ 

_ $15.55 

1963 _ 

_ $15.35 

LYNDON  B. 

JOHNSON 

1963-64  (Book  I)_  _  _  $15.00 

1966  (R«nk  T) 

_ $13.30 

1965-64  (Book  II) _ $15.25 

1966  (Rnnk  II) 

_  $14.35 

1965  (Honk  T)  $12.25 

1967  (Book  I)  _ 

$12.85 

1965  (Book  II) _ _  $12.35 

1967  (Rnnlt  II) 

$11.60 

1968-69  (Book  I). 

_ $14.05 

1968-69  (Book  II) 

_ $12.80 

RICHARD  NIXON 

1969  - $17.15  1971 _ $18.85 

1970  _ $18.30  1972 _ $18.55 
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